Formboard with the blocks laid out for the first trial. There was also a box of color cubes. All this material was placed in different parts of the room, on the floor. About an hour later, the observer returned to find that Henry had replaced all the blocks of the Witmer Formboard into the proper recesses; that he had made a long train of the color cubes and that he had begun playing with the Pink Tower material. These results made the examiner feel that the case merited further research. The conclusion was changed from borderline to deferred and it was felt that it might be best to bring the mother and child back at another time. The whole picture was one of a shut-in personality and the problem in the observer's mind was to find out whether there was something inside the child worth looking for, or whether he was simply feebleminded.
Due to economic conditions and the distance required to travel the mother did not bring Henry back for about five weeks. At this time she told us that he did make other sounds besides "no," but that these sounds were not intelligible. On reviewing the case, the examiner felt that the urination was possibly part of a temper tantrum situation in response to being forced to do certain things. When his mother was asked concerning discipline at home it was found that no disciplinary measures were ever employed and that because she had several other children to take care of, the child did not get the attention which should have been given him by his mother. The mother felt that discipline might do some good but that she could not provide it. At the psychological clinic, corporal punishment is very rarely, if ever, employed, but in this case it seemed worth a trial. With his mother's permission it was decided to try the experiment. The child was asked to make the sound "ah." He did not. He just stood looking on. I asked him to give me his hand; he did not comply. I then told him to do as I asked and unless he would obey me, it might be necessary to spank him, and that I would spank him if he did not follow my instructions. I then again asked him for the sound "ah." There was no response.
I gave him a light slap across one cheek; urination and temper tantrum involving kicking and screaming followed. I waited until this display was ended and asked him for the sound "ah." Again the temper tantrum and urination followed but without my having to slap him. It was then decided to alternate the slap and the " ah " until a sound was gotten, approximating the one desired. After about six such combinations of "ah" and a slap he gave me the sound clearly and distinctly. I then tried "ee" and he gave it. Then I asked for the "oo" and he gave it.
I then tried these three sounds with an initial letter of b, s, t and m and he gave all the sounds correctly the first time asked for.
This made the examiner feel that the previous conclusion might be wrong and that it was influenced by this extreme negativism which could not be broken through without forceful measures.
Henry was given these sounds as speech exercises together with several others and was to return a few weeks later.
On returning for his speech lesson two weeks later Henry cooperated beautifully and gave all the sounds, "ah," "ee," and "oo" with the initial sound of b, k, d, g (hard), j, 1, m, n, p, r, s, t and w. He had also learned to say his name "Henry." He also said "yes. Finally she tired of resting on her arms and placed her whole weight on her feet and after several unsuccessful attempts to catch me napping she finally gave up and supported herself on her legs.
Her mother was then called into the room and the child was so anxious to get away from me and reach her mother that she had no difficulty in walking twelve or fifteen feet to reach her. The experiment was tried over again and the child again walked toward her mother. This was done several times to prove definitely that it was not merely a chance performance.
An attempt was then made to get Ruth to speak. Believing that she might want a drink after crying for so long a time the examiner brought a glass of water into the room and drank some of it. It was then placed just out of her reach. She made signs asking for it. The word "drink" was then introduced and after several unsuccessful attempts to get the glass accompanied by my repetitions of the word "drink" and "say drink," she finally came through with the word "drink" and got the water. After she had taken a mouthful, the glass was again removed from her and insistence was made that she say "drink" before she got it again. She did so. Because of her temper tantrums and the amount of time that would be necessary to make her go through a psychological examination, no attempt was made to estimate the child's mental abilities. However, from the general performance it seemed reasonable to infer that she was not feebleminded.
Recent report from the county nurse in charge of the case states that because of the parents' lack of cooperation and because they themselves feel that it would be a waste of time to come to the clinic regularly the child has not gone beyond the results obtained in the clinical experiment described above. 
